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say that a body in motion cannot cease to move, unless
it be stopped either by itself, by another body, or by
Mind; therefore, if it does not cease its Motion in one
or other of these ways, it must continue to move for ever.
This would indeed, as you say, be demonstration, if there
was not a fourth way by which a body might cease to
be moved, but which you have not mentioned, the ceasing
of the moving power to act And I think there is no
more natural way of motion ceasing; for as body is by
its nature absolutely inert, and incapable of moving itself,
(which you admit,) the consequence necessarily is that as
soon as the moving power ceases to act, the body ceases
to be in motion, and returns to its natural state of inert-
ness. That this is the case when Mind moves Body, I
think we have daily experience in the motions of our
own bodies, for I have no idea that our mind stops our
bodies; nor indeed have I the least conception how an
immaterial and unresisting substance can act in that way
upon bodies, but it makes their motions cease by dis-
continuing its action upon them: and not only does
motion cease in that way when Mind moves the body,
but also when body moves body by trusion or pressure,
for as soon as the pressure is withdrawn the motion
ceases. I think therefore that this kind of motion by
body should be an exception to the general rule, as well
as the motion by mind.

I have two very ingenious friends in Edinburgh with
whom I converse frequently on this subject, and who are
as zealous as you for the honour of Sir Isaac, and of
Modem Philosophy, and therefore desire very much to
support this first law of motion. The one in answer to
my argument from the motion of our own bodies denies
that our mind moves them, and in this I suppose your
friend Dr Priestley will agree with him; but he goes
farther than Dr Priestley I believe would be inclined tption,
